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in one of the United States must, under the "Full Faith and
Credit Clause'' of the Constitution of the United States (d) be
recognized as valid in another state was the subject of a form-
idable mass of critical writing in the United States. Much of
the controversy raged around the decision of the Supreme Court
in Haddock v. Haddock (eJ. That case (f)

involved a suit for separation and alimony brought in New York
by the wife on personal service of the husband. The husband pleaded
in defence a divorce decree obtained by him in Connecticut where he
had established a separate domicile. This court [the Supreme Court
of the United States] held that New York, the matrimonial domi-
cile where the wife still resided, need not give full faith and credit
to the Connecticut decree, since it was obtained by the husband wfib
wrongfully left his wife in the matrimonial domicile, service on her
having been obtained by publication and she not having entered an
appearance in the action.

The Haddock case may seem strange to a lawyer trained in
the law of England or the law of any of the common law
provinces of Canada, because, apart from the question of the
lack of effective service on the defendant and of opportunity to
defend (g), the Connecticut court, being the court of the domi-
cile of the husband (and therefore the domicile of both husband
and wife according to English law) had jurisdiction according
to English law. It should be noted, however, that the Haddock
case was based upon the theory that a court of the country of
the "matrimonial domicile," that is, the place where the parties
last lived as husband and wife with the intent of making that
place their home, and which, although wrongfully abandoned
by one of the parties, is still the domicile of the other party
when the divorce action is brought (h), has a predominant

(d)   Article 4, s. 1 : "Full Faith and Credit shall be given in each
State to the public Acts, Records and Judicial Proceedings of every
other State.    And the Congress may by general Laws prescribe the
Manner in which such Acts, Records and Proceedings shall be proved,
and the Effect thereof."   By an Act of Congress it is provided that
judgments "shall have such faith and credit given to them in every
court within the United States as they -have by law or usage in the
courts of the State from which they are taken.*'

(e)   (1906), 201 U.S. 562.

(/)  As related in the judgment of the majority of the court in
the Williams case.

(#) C/. Rudd v. Rudd, [1924] P. 72; Rex v. Brinkley (1907), 14
O.L.R. 434; Delaporte v. Delaporte (1927), 61 O.L.R. 302, [1927] 4
D.L.R. 933; Bavin v. Bavin, [1939] O.R. 385, [1939] 2 D.L.R. 278,
3 D.L.R. 328.

(&) Matrimonial domicile in this sense must of course be dis-
tinguished from the matrimonial domicile which was rejected as the
basis of divorce jurisdiction in LeMesurier v. LeMesurier, [1895]
A.C. 517. C/. Goodrich, Conflict of Laws (2nd ed. 1938) 346.